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FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 


Mr. Editor—You have endeavoured to defend 
yourself against the charge of misrepresentation, 
and perhaps have defended yourseli to your own 
satistaction; but whether it will be so to your read- 
ers or not, Lam not able to say ; the matter, however, 
is cheerfully submitted to ther decision. In my 
mind it would have been much better to have avoid- 
ed the occasion of such a charge, and of course 
the necessity of such a defence. I still say that 
my meaning was, and still is, misrepresented ; and 
if I was so unfortunate as not to be sufficiently ex- 
plicit to be understood, | am very sorry. I can 
only say, that [ meant to represent human [ite 
* such as it 1s,” (for these are exactly my words,) 1 
both cases; and had not the least idea of represent- 
ing the life of B,C, or D, any different in rela- 
tion to the second diagram, than what it was repre- 
sented in relation to the first; and I still think that 
my words are all perfectly reconcileable with such 
an idea; and after a caretul review of the subject, 
and giving all due weight to what vou have written, 
it appears to me to be the ouly far construction 
that can be put upon whatI have wintten. But this 
matters not, so long as you now know that this was 
my meaning. I call the same lite miserable, 1 
comparison with * eternity of bliss and jiappimess,” 
{quoting my own words, by which I mean suct bliss 
and happiness, for the time being, as will be enjoy- 
ed in eternity,) which is a real blessing, and ougit 
to be so considered, (it being the gift of Gor,) in 
comparison with no conscious existence. And 
with this view of the subject, the objection to your 
system reniains the same as ever; neither canT see 
that you have attempted to remove it in the least. 
No person enjoys a “war of words,” less than I do. 
Therefore, I will only say, that B, C, and D, accord- 
tng to my diagrams, which I like very well, as they 
exactly represent a comparative view of the two 
systems, enjoyed all the blessings, and endured a': 
the infirmities, incident to mortality, and to such « 
life as each of them possessed, while A, according 
to your system, Was enjoying immortal bliss and 
happiness; but, according to my system, was en- 
joying—what you call annthilation! According to 
my system, therefore, admitting it true, I should 
wish to live, if I could, till the living shall b- 
‘ changed,” as well as the dead raised, “incorrupts 
ule;” but, according to your system, admitting it 
true, T should wish to die, if I could, this moment ! 

But the Editor, instead of answering, as was his 
duty, this serious objection to his system, has only 
attempted to throw difficulties in the way of mine. 
Weill, I am aware that there is no system without its 


difficulties, especiaily when demonstration cannot 
be had. IT shall therefore only endeavour to ex- 
plain my views of the subject, without saying that 
tuey are positively correct; nor do I feel the least 
auxietv to defend them. From the time that God 
purposed or determined to make man, and I can ne 
more form an idea when that time w as, than T ean 
form an idea when God began to exist, I believe ali 
mankind have existed in the purpose of God, whe 
speaks of things that are not, as though they were, 
and that they live in hia, aad “unto him,” bet 
betore they are born, and after they are dead; and 


that they are as much alive to God, when dead 


literally dead, to themselves, and to all their friends, 


is itis true that the spivit will not fail before Go 
por the souls that he hath made. This, T believe, 
is what Jesus ineaut when he sam, “all live unto 
him.” The text alluded to above, reads literalls 
thus, “ T have male thee the father of many nations, 
in the sight of that God whom he believed, who gis 
eth life tothe dead, and calleth ra By cite Sas cree 
those things tchich are not, as though they were 
Rom. iv. 17. Now you can say just what you please 
against Us optnion, I shall never attempt to delend 
iy nor auswer one of your objections: l only give 
it, to show you that I am not so inconsistent with 
mvsell as, perhaps, you might otherwise inagine. 
To what does the witty argument about the anni- 
nlation of a “ table,” 
are perfectly agreed as to the fact. The Editor and 
myself are perfectly agreed as to the nature of 
death. He believes m annihilation, then, just as 
much as I do, and in the same sense. If he will 


Xc. amount, so long as we 


have it anuthilation, I have no objection, since al- 
tering the name dves not change the thing. His 
own faith, then, is shipwrecked, so far as it relates 
to death, as much as he would have mine, more or 
less. What then has he gained by such an argu 
ment? Why, itserved, perhaps, to lead the mind 
of the reader a little off the main subject in dis 
pute, and to coaceal the objection to his system 
which still remains unanswered, 

That a man may have some incoherent thought: 
when he does not sleep sound, or between his sleep 
ing and waking moments, I admit; but that a man 

ver talks, or even has power to “think,” in a 
sound sleep, I deny. If there is proof that a mar 
is possessed of consciousness because he can “sleey 
(and snore /)” then, for aught L know, there may be 
consciousness in a tornado! and the trees, whew 
they ave overturned by the roots, may be conscious 
of what a crashing they make! But what is life 
without consciousness? confess my ignerance. 





I know not what it is—neither do I know, aside from 
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consciousness, that there ts any difference between 
the life of a man and that of a tree. 

I sall entirely pass over the Editor’s play upon 
words ; (for such I consider what he has said about 
the diagrams, &c.) It is too puerile, in my view, to 
be worthy of a serious remark. But perhaps he 
consitered it the best way of answering what he 
conceived to be “mere sophistry!” So here we 
have it, sophistry ov the one hand, and puerility on 
the other—what sound logictans our readers will 
think us! LT wish the reader distinctly to under- 
stand, that this is a style of which I utterly disap- 
prove; and am heartily sorry that there was any oc- 
casion for it on my part. But “an Editor must 
talk 5” and wien he has no arguinent at command, 
he must say something else. 





It is a very easy thing, when a man cannot answer 
an argument, to say 
What is madness? 


it “savours of madness!” 
When aman acts to his own 
hart; or to the injury of others: having no good 
o!j ctin view. Whatis sound sense, and reason ? 
When a man does the best he can, either to better 
his own condition, or the condition of those whom 
he hat would be the best thing a man 
could do for himself and family, accordiug to the 
system | am vpposing? J durst not tell! The 
madness, uf there be any, ts in the system, not in 
my argument. Does the Editor know that no act 
whatever is murder unless it be accompanied with 
malice prepense? An act, therefore, done with the 
purest motives, either to better a man’s own condi- 
tion, or to do the greatest good to the dear objects of 
his affection, were such motives to be known, could 
not be adjudged murder, by any law, either of God 
or men. And so far as either the “ counsel” or the 
*commands of God” are concerned, the Editor 
will find just as much in the Bible against his 
planting beans in his garden, when perhaps it would 
be more profitable to plant potatoes, as he will find 
on the subject of suicide! The Scriptures often 
speak of it; but no where consider it a crime ; 
hence, we have nothing but reason to govern us on 
the subject; and I am sorry that the Editor is dis- 
posed to urge a doctrine so strenuously, which 
seems to afford so much reason in favour of what I 
should consider Sinaticism ’ 

To close, I will only say, Who betrays the great- 
est credulity ? eather he who believes in an invisible 
resurrection, which is constantly taking place, with- 
out the least shadow of evidence, except his own 
imagination, or he whe believes in a visidle resur- 
rection, which is yet future, even to those who are 
dead, being based on the resurrection of Christ, 
which was also visible, and on the testimony of the 
apostle Paul, who always spoke of the resurrection 
as being yet future, to all, as much as to any, 
I shall not undertake to say, but leave it for our 
readers to judge. But this much I must be allow- 
ed to say, that I no more contradict the words of 
Christ than the Editor himself. We only under- 
stand his words differently. Who has the best »n- 
derstanding of them I wail! submit also to the judg- 
ment of our readers. 


loves, 





HERALD. 


a ry 

PROM THE ENGLISH METHODIST MAGaziINE. 

For now we see through a glass darkly ; but then 
face to face.—1 Cor. xiii. 12. 

We shall see God face to face. Of what natute 
will be that view or that knowledge? Here it would 
be rash and absurd to conjecture, because in order 
to be in a state to do it, we must be invested with the 
faculties requisite tu conceive that kind of know- 
ledge; that is, we must know what we shall be 
after a glorious resurrection. When St. Paul 
caught up to heaven, in a miraculous ecstasy, he 
heard things which he declares to be “ unspeaka- 
ble.” Thus with regard to the manner of the bea- 
ufic Vision, we are in a state of profound ignorance 
here below. But we may venture to assert, that we 
shall know God, and every other object, with 
strength, a faculty, a clearness of conception, infi- 
nitely superior to all that the finest capacity can 
hope for on earth, from the longest study. The 
soul, invested with a spiritual body, and thus provi. 
ded with organs incoimparably more perfect than 
those with which it is now connected, will have 
great advantages for acquiring knewiedge, and ma- 
king a rapid progress in it. The attributes of God, 
the conduct of his providence, his vast designs, 
and, as proceeding from them, the wonders of crea- 
tion, of which we now discern only a small part; all 


these objects of infinite grandeur, beauty, variety, 


and importance, in the study of whieh we are every 
moment sensible of the weakness of our under 
standings, will be placed within the reach of our 
observation. 

By the lustre of the heavenly ray, with which 
God will enlighten us, a thousand admirable novel- 
ties will burst upon our sight; in bim and by him 
we Shall see all around us, what at present eye can- 
not see; hear what at present ear cannot hear; and 
our hearts shall understand that of which at pre- 
sent they can form no conception. 

Those who sail upon the ocean, some leagues 
from land, see only the ceasts; those who have the 
clearest eyes, with the best instruments, discern in 
this confused landscape, only some objects, which 
are last to others, and which strongly excite curi 
osity. Night comes on, and veils the prospect 
During their sleep the vessel approaches the port, 
They land: a thou- 
sand beautiful and magnificent objects present them- 
selves on every site, infinitely excelling all which 
the distant view had induced them to imagine. 

Thus we shall enjoy in heaven, to a degree be- 
yond all conception, the pleasures of novelty ad 
surprise, of finding our curiosity satisfied, or at 
least ourselves provided with means to enable us to 
satisfy it; for if we were to suppose that God would 
display to us at once all which we hope to know 
through eternity, this would be, according to my 
ideas, to suppose that he would rob our knowledge 
of one of its greatest charms. In proportion as 
the truth we are to learn shall become more diffi- 
cult tocomprehend, we shall, doubtless, acquire ta- 
lents adapted to them; and thus we shall go on 
from strength to strength, with regard to the plea- 
sure of acquiring and possessing knowledge, 4s in 


and at sunrise casts anchor. 
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every other respect we shall rise , from glory to 
glory. 

If, then, we are in the smallest degree susceptible 
of those pleasures, which are the most worthy of a 
thinking being, the idea of seeing God as he is 
must excite very strong desires ; and how natural is 
it to seek incessantly the means to fulfil those de- 
sires, and to employ those means without delay! 
They are all comprehended in this word holiness. 
Those alone will be admitted into the adorable pre- 
sence of God, who labour sincerely and assjduously 
in the work of their sanctification ;* “ without holi- 
ness no man shall see the Lord ;” Depart from me, 
ye that work iniquity.” To meditate en God as 
soon as we are capable of reasoning, to apply after- 
ward to that mediation more and more, is a true 
path to holiness, and a most powerful incentive to 
exert every possible effort to practise it with dili- 
gence. Even an indistinct and limited knowledge 
of the wisdom and goodness of the Almighty, such 
a knowledge as we may acquire here below, must 
fill our hearts with comfort and joy. God, in the 
glories of the gospel dispensation, is the God of 
mercy, the God of peace. What measures of be- 
nignity ! What effusions of grace! He is amiable, 
adorable, beyond all expression, all conception ; cur 
language has no terms, our hearts have no sent- 
ments adequate to this sublime subject. 

We may reasonably suppose, that all the endea- 
vours which we employ upon earth to know God, 
shall not be lost to us in heaven; and those who in 
this world shal! acquire the best knowledge of him, 
will have, attheir entrance into the habitation of 


glory, the qualities most requisite for seeing him as 


he is. Every man who has not been bewildered 
by false information, who has steadfastly followed, 
through the interposing mists of error, those rays 
of light which God has diffused through the uni- 
verse ; and, above all, he who, favoured with that 
shining light displayed in the gospel, shall con- 
stantly have employed it as a guide to direct him 
into the paths of truth :—in a word, every man who, 
uninfluenced by prejudice, shall not have adopted 
any of those systems which give us false notions of 
our Great God, notions injurious to the Divine Ma- 
jesty, will have nothing to correct in the copy, 
which, faint as itis, now so much delights bim. He 
sees God only as “through a glass;” he sees him 
only ata distance; yet, at least, his g! 
if it represents the image faintly and “darkly,” it 
does not represent it falsely ; but when he shall en- 
ter into the regions of bliss, before the throne of 
God, he shall see him ia the brightness of his glory. 
Happy here below, when we faintly discern him, 
such as he is; how supremely blest shall we be, 
when we shail “behold him face to face :” 


ass is true: 


when 


we “shall know even as also we are known!” 

* Ef this be true, that none will be saved but those * who 
Mbour since rely and assiduously i the work of Ueir sane- 
tifieation,”” then we must conc inde, that man miust 
dimseli—that “ Christ is not of God made uote us #anctrfi 
cation,” &e. and that all infants will be exc luded God's 
presence. However, this is onty a man’s opinion after all 

li is passing strange, that those who avow the above sen- 
tment of man’s indispens. ible and effectual age cy, also 
stoutly contend for “ Justification, solely and exctusively 
brough the merits of Christ kd. Gos. Ber 





sanctity 





REMAR Ks ON THE RESURREC TION, 
BY W. BALFOUR. 

“ Behold, I show you a myslery ; we shall not all 
sleep, but we shall all be changed, in a moment, in 
the twinkling of an eye, at the last trump; for the 
trumpet shall sound, and the dead shall be raised 
incorruptible, and we shall be changed. For this 
corruptible must put on incorruption. and this 
mortal must put on immortality. So when this cor~ 
ruptible shall have put on incorruption, and this 
mortal shall have put or immortality, then shall be 
brought to pass the saying that is written, Death is 
swallowed up in victory.” 

To understand these verses correctly, it is some- 
what necessary to understand the principal top res 
discussed in the whoie ehapter. 

The grand subject tieated of by the Apostle, is 
the doctrine of the resurrection. This was denied 
by some in the Corinthian church,—see verse 12. 
It was thus mocked at when Paul preached it at 
Athens,—Acts xvii, 32. It was pot known nor be- 
lieved among the heathens generally, and indeed 
was deemed a thing incredible, if not impossible, 
that God should raise the dead,—Acts xxvi. 8, 
1 Thess, iv. 13. The false teachers propagated the 
doctrine that the resurrection was past alread), and 
thus overthrew the faith of some,—2 Tim. n. 17, 
18; 1 Tim. i. 20, The heathens believed only in 
the existence of the soul after death, and considered 
the body as the prison of the soul; from which, at 
death, it was happily emancipated, The denial of 
the sesuriection of the body being an error which 
tended to sap the foundation of the whole Christian 
Paul throughout this chapter 
expose it, and has communicated to us much Inipure 
tant iniormation on the subject. 
claring to them the gospel which he 


system, proceeds to 
He begins by de- 
preached, 
which they had professed to receive, wherein they 
stood, avd by which they were saved, if they kept 
it in memory, unless they had believed in vain—ver. 
1,2. The gospel which he had preached among 
them was, that “ Christ died for our sins according 
to the scriptures: 
he rose again the third day according to the scrip- 
tures” —ver. 3,4. The evidence, that Christ had 
risen from the dead, which he liad stated to them in 


and that he was buried, and that 


preaching the gospel, he recapitulates from ver. 5— 
9, which the reader will please consult. Paul hav- 
ing mentioned in ver. 8, that Christ was seen of 
him, * last of all, as one born out of due time,” he 
takes occasion from this to uotice, ver. 9, 10, that he 
was not worthy to be called an Apostle, because ie 
had persecuted the Church of God; and sets forth 
the greatness of God’s grace towards him tn put- 
ting him into this office, and enabling him to la\our 
Having 
thus stated to the Corinthians what the gesp.i was, 


more abundantly than all the Apostles, 


renunded them of thew profession of faith in it, 
and the evidence on which they at first believed it, 
he makes a personal ap) ligation of what he had said 
to them, ver. 12. Now af Christ be preached that 
he rose froin the dead, how say some among you 
that there is no resurrection of the dead?” The 


false teacher or teachers bad not brought over all 





the church at Corinth to this false doctrine, but 
only some among them. But it was necessary t 

expose this error of theirs, for, savs Paul, “The word 
will eat as doth a canke>.°—2 Tim. ii. 17. A hitth 
leaven might soon become the whole lump,—1! 
Cor. v. 6, 7. 


to reason with them on the consequences which 


To refute it, therefore, he proceeds 
would follow, if there be no resurrection of the 
dead, as some of them affirmed Thev deserve par- 
ist. If there be no resurrection of 


And i 


preaching vain 


ticular notice. 
the dead, then is Christ not risen. 2nd. 
Christ be not scisen, then is our 
3d. Your faith is also vain. 4th. Yea, and we are 
found false witnesses of God, because we have tes- 
tifie 
raised not up, if so be that the dead rise not. 


of God that he raised up Christ, whom he 
For 
Sth. 
raised, vour faith is vain; ve 


it the dead rise not, then is not Christ raised, 
And if Christ be not 
are yetin your sins. This is what Paul meant by 
their believing in vain, ver. 2 


Mean! by their being saved if they kept in memory 


: and shows what he 


the gospel he had preached to them. By renoun- 
cing it, they showed they were not saved from their 
sins, but were vet in them. 6th. They also who 
are fallen asleep in Christ are perished. There is 
a final end to them; death is an eternal sleep. 7th. 
If in this life only we have hope in Christ, we are 
of all men most miserable. The Apostles and 
others were the greatest of fools, and the most mi- 
serable of men, to testify Christ’s resurrection from 
the dead, and suffer so much for this, knowing it to 
be false, for they could have no hope of enjoyment 
beyond this life, if there be no resurrection of the 
dead,—see ver. 15—20. Batthe Apostle proceeds, 
ver. 20. to say, * But now is Christ risen from the 
dead, and becomes the first-fruits of them that 
slept.” And declares, ver. 21, that “since by man 


came death, by man came also the resurrection of 


the dead,” and were equal in their extent and 
effects to inankind, ‘*for as in Acam all die, even 
so m Christ shall all be made alive.” But he adds, 
“Bvery man in bis own order: Christ the first- 
fruits; afterward they that are Christ’s at his com- 
ing.” He then, from ver, 24—29, states the objects 
to he obioined, and the end of the Messiah’s reign, 
a passive which believers in endless misery seldom 
Mebiton, 

Permit me to ask, When shall the end come? 
Answe 
kinedor. 
agathi, wii. 
delive: th 


“When be shall have put down allrule, and all ay- 


thority an 


Voen he shall have delivered up the 
But let us ask 
Cicist is to acconmy.ish before he does 


God, even ihe Father.” 


e kingdom tothe Father? Answer,— 
power, for he must reiga ull he hath put 


all enemice nocder his feet.” That this end is to 


come after t resurrection of the dead, is not only 
manifest {). 
24, but also irom what is expressly deelared, verse 
26, that “the last enemy, death shall be destroyed.” 
Itis “when 
then shall t» 
all things under him, that God may be all in al 

The 8% ise is considered difficult to explain. 
© Else what shall they do which aré baptized for 


the connexion between verse 25 and 


ail things shall be sabdued unto him, 


Son also be subject unto him that put 
1.” 
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the dead, if the dead rise not at all? Why ie 


, they 
then baptized for the dead ?” 


Ir appears te me 
vat this verse connects with verse 19, an ‘is 4 yr su- 
ming of the subject, which the intervening verses 
was a digression from, namely, pointing out the 
consequences resulting from a denial of the yesnr- 
rection of the dead. Let us quote them toes rer 
“Tt in this life only we have hope in Christ, we ore 
of all men most miserable. For, or since, or be 
cause, what shall they do who are baptized for the 
lead, if the dead rise not at all? V hy are they then 
haptized for the dead?” The word rendered else is 
often rendered for, since, because, &e. To con 
vince the Corinthians of their error in saying there 
was no resurrection of the dead, he, as it were, asics 
them, Why were ye baptized if there be no resur- 
rection of the dead, for by this very thing ve certi- 
fied that ye were dead with Christ and buried with 
him by baptism, and risen with him to newness o 
life,—see Rom. vi. 4, Col. ii. 12. The chief diffi 
culty lies in the phrase “ Baptized for the dead,’ 
which occurs twice in this verse.—Macknight con- 
siders the expression elliptical, and supplies the 
ellipsis thus— What shall they do who are hapti- 
zed for the resurrection of the dead.” 
in his note, “that as the phrase, verse 18, fallen 
asleep for Christ, evidently signifies, fallen asleep 


And observes 


for believing and testifying that Jesus Christ is the 


Son of God; so here, baptized for the dead may 
signifv, baptized for believing and testifying the 
resurrection of the dead.” But from what follows, 
Lam inclined to think that the word bapltzed is 
used in the sense in which our Lord used it, Luke 
xii. 50, for affictions. Compare Mat. xxii. 25, 
where he should drink of the same cvp of afflic 
In 
this view the meaning is, “ For what shal! they do 
who suffer afflictions for the hope of the resurrec- 
tion of the dead if the dead rise not at all. Why 
are they then baptized, or why do they suffer afflic- 
This view seems to me 


confirmed, for it is added, * And why stand we in 


tions, or be baptized with a similar baptism. 


tions for this doctrine? 


jeopardy every hour ?’’—See also ver. 31, 52. In 
ver. 33, 34, the Apostle admonished the Corinthians 
to beware. “Be not deceived: evil commnnica- 
tions corrupt good manners. Awake to righteous 
ness, and sin not; for some have not the knowledge 
of God: Speak this to vour shame.” But we have 
nerely thronghout these hints related to the above 
difficult passage, without pretending to decide «bout 
it. Nor does it affect the object of this comuiu- 
nication to leave its meaning thus undecided. 

Ju verse 35, the Apostic introduces an objection 
agarust the resurrection, saying, * how are the dead 
raised up ? and with what body do they come: 
Here two distinct questions are put, or objections 
are made to the resurrection, which the Apostle an- 
swers in the subsequent part of the chapter. Ist. 
How are the dead raised up 2?) The meaning here 
is, how is it possible for the dead ever to be rais 
ed up? The heathens deemed tie thine utterls 
impossible; hence Paul’s question to Agrippa 
“ Why should it be thought a thing incredible wit 
you that God should raise the dead *” According!) 
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Apostle proceeds to answer this question about the 
possibility of the resurrection, from ver. 36—42. 
He appeals first to the power of God, in producing 
gtain from seed, after it has died, or become rotten 
in the ground, ver. 36, 37, 58. Also tothe power 
of God displayed in the different animals of this 
lower world, ver. 39; to the difference between 
terrestrial and heavenly bodies, and even the diver- 
sity of the heavenly bodies compared with each 
other. The man must be a fool, who saw and allow- 
ed all these effects of the pewer of God, yet ques- 
tioned his power in being able to raise the dead. 
These were all displays of the power of God. 
Well, says the Apostle, verse 42, “ So also is the re- 
surrection of the dead.” The power which accom- 
plished the one can do the other. 

2d. The second question is, “And with what 
body do they come?” Unless we make the former 
question relate to the possibility of the resurrection, 
we, properly speaking, have but one question, and 
make Paul use a tautology. Besides, he gives us 
distinct answers to these questions. Hence he pro- 
ceeds to answer this second question thus, ver, 42. 
With what body do they come? Ans, It is sown 
in corruption, it is raised in incorruption ; it is sown 
in dishonour, it is raised in glory; it is sown in 
weakness, it is raised in power; it is sown a natural 
body, it is raised a spiritual body. In the first 
question, the Apostle showed the possibility ef the 
resurrection, by referring to a well-known fact, that 
seed sown in the earth, after ut dies or is rotten, yet 
by the power of God is quickened and produces 
grain, and every seed its own body or grain. Re- 
taining the figure of sowing, he here uses it in refer- 
ence tothe human body, being buried or sown in 
the earth, and contrasts this body sown, as to its 
properties, with the body which shall be raised in 
the resurrection by the power of God. The body 
raised is to be incorruptible, glorious, powerful, and 
spiritual; in opposition to corruption, weakness, 
and natural or animal, in which it was sown. Hence 
the Apostle adds, “There is a natural body, and 
there is a spiritual body.” The natural body sown 
in the earth was corruptible, dishonourable, and 
weak. The spiritual body to be raised is incorrup- 
tible, glorious, and powerful. And, recurring to the 
formation of man at last, the Apostle says, “ And 
so it is written, The first man, Adam, was made a 
living soul; the last Adam was made a quickening 
spirit,” ver. 45. Having adverted to the first and 
last Adam, from whom the body sown in corrup- 
tion, and the body raised in incorruption, are deri- 
ved, he savs, ver. 41, “ howbeit that was not first 
which is spiritual, but that which is natural: and af- 
terward that which is spiritual.” For “the first 
man Adam,” ver. 45, “is of the earth, earthy: the 
second man, the last Adam,” ver. 45, “is the Lord 
from heaven.” He adds, ver. 48, 49, “As is the 
earthy, the first man who is of the earth,” ver. 47, 
* such are they also that are earthy,” or who proceed 
fromhim. “In or by Adam they all die, for by this 
man came death,” ver. 21,22. Dust he was mac: 
of, and unto dust he returned, and so do thrs. 
“ And as is the heavenly, the second man the Lord 
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from heaven,” ver. 47, “ such are they also that are 
heavenly.” By this man comes also the resurrec- 
rection of the dead,” ver. 21. “Foras in Adam 
all die, so in Christ shall all be made alive,” ver. 
22. The Apostle adds, “ And as we have borne the 
image of the earthly Adam or man.” ver. 47, “ we 
shall also bear the image of the heavenly Adam or 
man, the Lord from heaven.” Accordingly Paul 
says, Phil. iii. 21,“ Who shall change our vile body, 
that it may be fashioned like unto bis glorious 
body, according to the working whereby he is able 
even to subdue all things unto himself.” How glo- 
rious the body of Jesus Christ was, we may form 
some faint idea of, from what Paul says, Acts ix. 3, 
and Xxvi. 12, and xxii. 6 ; and the effect it produced 
upon hin, when our Lord appeared to him on the 
road to Damascus. The glory was “above the 
brightness of the sun,” which mortal eyes could not 
bear to behold, and prostrated to the earth those to 
whom it appeared. For such a sight and for such 
society we mortals ave not fitted, and hence the 
Apostle goes on to show this. 
remarks for 


oo 


* Candour’s 


But I must defer my 

another communication, in which 
questions shall receive some notice.” 

Note.—It must strike the reader of the above, 
very forcibly, that the contrast stated, between the 
body in which Christ saw and conversed with his 
disciples, before his ascension, and the body Paul 
spoke of, is too great to admit of their identity 
The first part of the foregoing remarks, appeared 
to us rather desultory in their application; but the 
final conclusion goes to disprove the resurrection 
of the body, as generally believed. We have not 
received any farther remarks in reply to “ Can- 
dour’s questions,” as hinted in the Universalist Mag 
azine, from which the above is taken. If the promi- 
sed remarks have been published in that paper, the 
editor will confer a favour by sending the number 
containing them, in a separate wrapper, to ensure 
its safe delivery. Ep. 

_— 
THE SLEEPY DOCTRINE CONSIDERED IN 
Repriy tro K. in raois Numeer. 

K.’s Diagrams prove a prolific subject. It is, in 
our estimation, a novel suggestion, that we had 
“better avoided the occasion of such a charge, 
{that of misrepresentation] and of course the ne- 
cessity of such a defence!” Shall we never ven- 
ture to expose error, forsooth, because the opposite 
party can say that we misrepresent? Charging 
us with misrepresenting, aud proving the fact, are 
two things. 

K. now adopts a new mode of expression. 
we have misrepresented his “meaning.” 


Now 
Well, 
this may be, for no man living can guess another's 
meaning. We have not misrepresented his lan 
guage; however, language does not mean, in this 
case, what K.’s mind meant. 
and so, &c. Very well. 

has committed a mistake.” 


K. says he meavt so, 
We have said, that “K 

Now K. says, “ But 
this matters not, so Jong as you now know that this 
was inv meaning.” Now we say it matters a great 
jeal; for we are only now told, that this was his 
meaning. We are singularly fortunate in baving 
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k.’s own evidence to exculpate us from “the 
charge of misrepresentation,” in his present com- 
munication, (unless he happen to mean differently 
from the above import of the language he has used,) 
as follows: 

“T call the same life miserable, in comparison 
with eternity of bliss and happiness, which is a real 
blessing, and ought to be so considered, in compari- 
son with no conscious existence.” Well, if you 
say thus, then we repeat our declaration, that “ This 
world is either a comparatively miserable, or blessed 
place, according as your sleepy doctrine shall rise 
above, or fall below par!” And K. says, “ With 
this view of the subject, the objection to your sys- 
tem remains the same as ever; neither can I see 
that you have attempted to remove it in the least.” 
We will attend to this. 

It is “ the same life,” say you, that you “ call mi- 
serable,” &c. “ which is a real blessing,” &c. This 
«+ miserable life,” reader, “ is a real blessing,” com- 
pared to that condition which K. believes awaits 
him immediately after death! This is the moral 
tendency ; that is, this kind of faith operates to 
produce morality, more than a belief in immediate 
happiness afier death. K. has brought a great ob- 
jection against our doctrine! Whatisit? Why, 
this ts a miserable life, provided there is a better one 
after death; but, if there is no life at all after 
death, why, then, to be sure, it is a real blessing ! 
© these unfortunate diagrams! We hope we shall 
not sin past forgiveness, against K.; but really, there 
seems to be a Isind of fatality attending us, so that 
Look at the 


we cannot help misrepresenting him. 
If our doctrine is true, mankind 
are fouls for living in this world, because there is a 


objection again. 


better one. But, if K.’s doctrine be true, then man- 
kind are wise to live as long as possible, because 
after this there is no living at all! Therefore, a 
miserable life, which none but a fool would endure, 
if he had a prospect of bettering his condition, is 
a real blessing when compared to no life at all! 
So, it seems, that we fools are tolerably well con- 
tented with what is misery to us, and a real blessing 
to K.! A strange world this! K. declares he is 
comfortable, he is one of the wise men. Well, we 
fools say the same, we are comfortable too. Con- 
sequently, the difference, after all, exists only in 
the said diagrams. K., however, may object, and 
say, you have not been in the other world, to taste 
the happiness you believe is to be found there; if 
you had, then you would be fools to consent to live 
in this miserable world—True, we have not. And 
you, K., have pot been there to be nothing at all, if 
you had, and could come safely back again, then you 
would be a wise man to enjoy this real blessing. 
According to K.’s philosophy, Paul was an arrant 
fool. For Paul was favoured with a certainty of 
evidence of the happiness which awaited him after 
death, and he consented to live as long as God 
pleased to lethim. And Job was a very old fash- 
joned gentleman in his opinion; for when his wife 
preached something tike K.’s system to him, he 
told her, “ Thou speakest as one of the foolish wo- 
men speaketh, What! shall we receive good at 
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the hand of God, and shall we not receive ‘evil ” 
According to K., none but a fool would consent to 
receive evil from the hand of God, even if that evit 
were a real blessing, provided it were in his power 
to overreach his Maker—escape from this Misera- 
ble world, alias, “a real blessing,” and get to hea. 
ven by stealth, before his turn come ! 

K. says, “ According to my system, therefore, ad. 
mitting it true, I should wish to live,” &e.; “ but 
according to your system, admitting it true, I should 
wish to die, if I could, this moment.” Well, then 
you acknowledge our system best; for you, as a 
wise man, must prefer the best. Pray, on your own 
view and confession, is it not absurd to attempt to 
support this sleepy doctrine, by asserting thatif you 
sleep millions of years, nothing is lost by it? It is trua 
you gain anexemption from the “ miserable life,” 
but you lose, what you confess to be a “real bless 
ing!’ Paul was a believer either in K.’s system o; 
ours. Ifin K.’s, then like K. he must have desired 
to live. Butifa believer in our system, then, like 
K. he must have desired to die. This was the case 
He triumphed, when his departure was at hand 
The joys set before him overcame even the terrors 
of a violent death. Paul wasexplicit. He assert 
ed, that for him to depart and be with Christ was 
better than to live in this world. That “to die is 
gain.” But for K. todie, isloss. He loses “a real 
blessing.” Paul exchanged a life of faith for a life 
of fruition. The solemn iruth, we believe to be 
this. Paul’s faith, and K.’s faith are different 
The effects are irrefragable evidence of this posi- 
tion. We declare for Paul, and oppose K. 

We believe the reader, if he has eyes to see, must 
by this time be satisfied of the tact, that we have 
fully answered K.’s objection ; and exposed the ab- 
surd and antiscriptural nature of his dogma. 

K. acknowledges that difficulties rest on his 
views, &c. He gives his belief of what Jesus 
ineant, when he said, “all live unto him.” It is 
this. “I believe all mankind have existed in the 
purpose of God, who speaks of things that are not, 
as though they were, and that they live in him, and 
‘unto him,’ both befere they are born, and after 
they are dead, and that they are as much alive to 
God, when dead, literally dead, to themselves, and 
all their friends, as it is true that ‘the spirit will not 
fail before God, nor the souls that he hath made.’ 
This, I believe, is what Jesus meant when he said 
‘all live untohim.” K.’s sleepy doctrine compels 
him to believe thus. One error begets another, 
Let us examine this. K. has declined to produce 
the chapter and verse which asserts his premises; 
and has given for evidence his ipse dirit—* I be- 
lieve.” Tothe Book itself. Rom. iv. 17,18. “As 
it is written, I have made thee a father of many na- 
tions, before him whom he believed, eren, God, 
who quickeneth the dead [not leave the dead a 
prey to death] and calleth those things which be not 
as though they were; who against hope believed in 
hope, that he might become the father of many na- 
tions ; according to that which was spoken, so shal! 
thy seed be.” Will any man in his seases say, the 
nations spoken of existed, and “ jived unto God,” 
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ham could not “become the father of many na- 
tions,” until the many nations existed as his chil- 
dren. But*God spoke of “those things which be 
not (mark the mode of expression) as though they 
were” the children of Abraham, because they 
should be his children. Isa. iv. 5. “ Behold, thou 
shalt call a nation thou knowest not, and nations 
that knew not thee shall run unto thee,” &c. We 
now understand how God speaks of things that are 
not as though they were, to use K.’s phraseology 
We have no evidence that the dead live unto Ged 
until they are quickened. Who besides K. can be- 
lieve that Christ meant, when he said “ all live unto 
God,” and “ God is not the God of the dead, but of 
the living,” that al! existed only in the purpose oi 
God, as the children of Abraham? For it is in 
this connexion that the phraseology on which. K. 
rests, isfound. Strange to relate, however, it is 
Abraham himself, and Isaac, and Jacob, of whom 
Christ speaks particularly, as living unto God, and 
raised, or quickened!!! Did Christ speak of Abra- 
ham, and Isaac, and Jacob, as though they were not 
in existence, only in God’s purpose? We repeat 
the interrogatory, How can God te the God of 
Abraham, if there is no Abraham for God to be 
God of ? And we add, How can Abraham live unto 
God, and at the same time, not have any existence 
whatever for millions of years? How can the 
truth of the declaration by the prophet, “I will not 
contend for ever, neither will I be always wroth, for 
the Spirit should fail before me, and the souls I 
have made,” (Isa. lvii. 16.) be affected by K.’s be- 
lief ? And what connexion has the truth of Christ’s 
declaration with K.’s belief of this passage? Or, 
can K.’s belief or rejection of either, affect the 
character of Christ, or the prophet, for veracity ? 
We approve K.’s determination to say no more on 
this topic. We also hope the reader will not with- 
hold his approbation. 

K. now admits that his sleep is annihilation. No 
wonder, then, that he is afraid of it! But we be- 
lieve so,too. “ Our faith is shipwrecked.” Ah, on 
what rock? One thing is certain, we have not 
run ashore upon materialism, and foundered, in 
foto, in the sleepy doctrine. Our faith is sound. 
We shall be quickened, raised “in a moment, in 
the twinkling of an eye.” The transition from 
death to immortality will be quicker than thought. 
So enchanting is our faith, that even K. is willing 
to acknowledge, that he would endure hanging to 
have the benefit of it!!! We pity K. His pros- 
pect, according to his faith, is gloomy indeed. So 
wretched is it, that on his own confession, a miser- 
able life would be estimated as a real blessing!!! 
Alas! for K., he cannot say with Paul, “For me 
io live is Christ ; to die is gain.” 

K.’s denial of a power to think or talk in a sound 
sleep, is not proof. If his trees could snore, while 
in the whitl of a tornado, they would be useful 
trees to his system. 

We excuse K. for calling our arguments “pue- 
rile,” and “a play upon words.” Itis a verifica- 
tion of the adage, that “ contrivance is as good as 


hard work!” K., however, wishes the reader to an- 
stand that this (Query. Our arguinents, or his es- 
cape from them] isa style of which 1 utterly dis- 
approve,” &o. 

K. will have it, that we do not abound with argu- 
ment. Reader, you must decide on this; we have 
other matters to attend to. ‘“ What is madness ?” 
asks K. Let us ask a question, Supposing an 
insane man should, out of love to K., burn his 
wouse, cut the throats of his wife and children, and 
break K.’s legs, his love moving him to do these 
things, being convinced in his mind, that K.’s atfec- 
tions were by these possessions, weaned from his 
Maker, and his usefulness abridged ; would it be 
madness, or wisdom? The insane man loves K., 
and acts with a view to his benefit, and loves K.’s 
family. We wonder if K. will dare tell! Please to 
recollect there is no malice prepense accompanying 
the killing, and burning, and breaking of legs, by 
K.’s loving friend! His only motive is “to do the 
greatest good to the dear object of his affection.” 

According to K., there is nothing in the Bible on 
the subject of suicide. Is there any thing in the 
Bible on the subject of killing women, prohibitory 
thereto, any more than of killing one’s self, which 
is called suicide? What says the Bible? Ans 
“Thou shalt not kill.” Can a man commit sui 
cide without killing ? No. Then suicide is forbid 
den in the Bible. Can any person take a woman's 
life without killing? No. Then killing women is 
likewise forbidden. Reason teaches us to obey the 
commands of a Being who is infinitely greater, and 
wiser, and better than ourselves. We say, it is 
madness, or insanity, (we use these terms as con- 
vertible) to do otherwise. No consequences 
which K. can muster in his imagination, can de- 
stroy this proposition. If this proposition be given 
up, to favour some darling hypothesis, or to prop 
the reputation of something called human wisdom, 
all is gone, and man left alone with nothing to steer 
by, but his own ignorance. K. may consider this 
fanaticism. We say, “ Futher in heaven, thy will 
be done. Thy hands have made us, and fashioned 
us, give us understanding that we may learn thy 
commandments. May the words of our mouth, and 
the meditations of our heart, be acceptable in thy 
sight, O Lord, our strength, and our Redeemer,” 

K.’s conclusion contains a question, which we 
will shape for his use, and let him see the conse 
quence of hisown premises. Namely—‘ Who be- 
trays the greatest credulity, either he who believes 
in an invisible” God, “ without the least shadow of 
evidence, except his own imagination, or he who 
believes in a visible’ God? Christ said, “A spirit 
hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me have.” Fiesty 
and bones were necessary, to satis!y flesh and bones, 
of the resurrection of Christ. After this, it is de- 
clared, “ Flesh and bloed cannot inherit the king- 
dom of God,” &c, 

K. does not contradict the words of Christ. He 
“only understands his words differently.” Well. 
We read, “The soul that sinneth it shall die.” 
That is, no soul actually dies; but dies in the pur- 





pose of God, who speaks of things that are not as 
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thou.) they were. We du not contradict the words 
of the text. We only understand them differently. 
Reader, K. has submitted bis part of the contro- 
versy to you. We do the same ; and will only add, 
that He that believeth, believeth for himself. And 
The simple believeth every word ; but the prudent 
man looketh well to bis going.” 

P.S. We have stated above that K. declined pro- 
ducing chapter and verse. K., however, filled an el- 
hipsis in his MS. which was known tothe printer, and 
we deem this notice a sufficient apology, as our re- 
ply was written while ignorant of the circumstance. 
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THe Oliveasrauch, 


‘ Behold how good and how pleasant it is for brethren 
to dwell together in unity.” 


‘Puts Paper will be issued weekly from the press 
of the New-York Universalist Book Society, No. 
4 Doyer-street, and will succeed the Gospel Herald 
when the sevent! volume of that work is completed. 

The Olive Branch will be issued under the im- 
mediate sanction of the Universalist Book Society, 
and at all times subject to its revision and superin- 
tendence. 

As it 1s to succeed a paper whose columns have 
been open and devoted to liberai discussion, the 
character of the Olive Branch will be based on the 
most liberal principles; therefore its columns will 
always be open for decorous and well-written essays 
of every species of interesting matter, concerning 
the welfare of society, whether religious, moral, 
scientific, or literary. Truth being its ultimate 
object, and the advancement of society its end, 
writers of all denominations are invited to contri- 
bute to its columns. Being persuaded that nothing 
can be lost by free discussion, the society deems it 
no sacrifice to promulgate the liberal priaciples on 
which the paper is to be conducted, believing, as it 
does, that untrammelled discussion leads to the per- 
fection of human reason, and is the avenue to truth, 

The members of the Universalist Book Society 
have reason to feel a great interest in the diffusion 
of the proposed paper, when they reflect on the 
comparative circumstances of the human race, be- 
twixt the last fifty years and thé half century that 
preceded ; a difference nearly as great as between 
midnight darkness and the effulgence of day. Be- 
ing persuaded that this happy temperament in the 


moral, religious, and social world, is the effect of 


free discussion, they cannot but congratulate their 
fellow-men on the present occasion that its tenden- 
ey has conspired directly to shed a lustre on the 
arts, sciences, and comforts of life, which doubtless 
have received their momentum and compound vi- 
gour within the latter period, from the disclosure 
and circulation of truths, which had been withheld 
in the former, or bat scarcely gleamed a ray ona 
world wrapped in ignorance. 
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The Olive Branch will be delivered to city sub- 
scribers at $2 50 a year, payable in advance 
country or mail subscribers, $2 a year, 
the receipt of the first number. 

The paper will be printed on a full sheet, me- 
dium size, quarto, 

It will be issued on Saturdays, and the first num- 
ber appear early iu May next. 

It is put ata reduced price to country subscribers, 
in consequence of thei being obliged to pay post- 
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age. 
Those who will forward ten dollars, the price of 
five papers, shall receive a sixth, gratis; and in the 
same proportion for a greater number. 
No Subseription for a less term than one year, 
(wbich includes one whole volume) will be received 
-Vew- York, March, 1827. 
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NEW PUBLICATION, 

We have received the first No. of anew Univer- 
salist paper, entitled the Tae Ligerauist, pub- 
lished in Wilmington, N.C. and edited by Br. Ja 
cob Frieze. It is printed on a handsome sieet of 
foolscap paper, in a folio form, every Saturday, and 
delivered to subscribers at $1,50 per annum, paya- 
ble on delivery of the first No. We have not had 
time to peruse it, as yet, and can only say, that its 
appearance is neat and handsome. Chr. T'lescope. 

—=>- 

Misstons.—As a proot of the advanced state of 
civilization in the Sandwich Islands, we may men- 
tion a riot between a gang of sailors and some mis- 
sionaries, in consequence of a police regulation! 
Some facetious traveller once blessed bis stars for 
having reached a civilized country, when he fell iy 
with a gibbet ! NV. Y. Pap. 
——j>—— 

InTEMPERANCE.—The editor of the Middle- 
town (Ct.) Gazette, remarks that “ there is one ex- 
celleut mode in which gentlemen may do much to 
prevent the use of ardent spirits, and that is not tc 
drink them. The example of respectable persons 
will do more towards effecting a reformation of the 
dissolute, than moral lectures, or associaUions for the 
correction of vice.” 

—=>>—_ 

A Minister of Marblehead in advice to his stv 
dents, says, “ I advise you to a judicious use of notes 
Notes ! I say, not written sermons. You may say 
some use written sermons, and do excellently well 
with them, I think they would do excellently bet- 
ter without them.” Dr. Staughton once said, (on 
the subject of reading sermons,) “ I think that what 
is gained in correctness is lost in power.” 

—p——. 

In a list of officers to a female charitable insti- 
tution in N, York, we see the names of “ Mrs. Gen- 
eral Hamilton,” and the “Reverend Mrs. M’Auley.” 

Religious Ing. 








AT ONE 





PUBLISHED EVERY OTHER SATURDAY, 
DOLLAR PER ANN. AT NO. 70 BOWERY, N. ¥- 
Payable in Advance 





